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ABANDONMENT. 


A natural-gas company may not provide for the cessation of its service 
on a specified future date simply by contracting to sell gas only until that 
date; in such a situation, the service may be terminated only on a sufficient 
showing in an abandonment proceeding under Section 7(b) of the Act. 
Freon Gas Gt. 2 oe oh a Se ere ee ee 

The lack of need for the gas'is not an esseritial element of every abandon- 
ment case although it is one of the important factors to be considered in 
determining if the public convenience and necessity permits abandonment. 
IORI, Fs Mish obs cn dn, Seda da pn meuida baie da ema 
CERTIFICATES. 


1. ACCEPTANCE. 

Dedication of gas to interstate use is not consummated by acceptance of a 
temporary certificate, since there can be no such dedication until service 
is initiated and deliveries of gas in interstate commerce have commenced. 
Pioneer Gathering System, Inc 

2. BURDEN oF PRooF. 


Generally, in a contested case, a producer must present witnesses neces- 
sary to support its own certificate application, but here the Commission has 
issued temporary authorizations and deliveries have commenced, and 
eviderice adduced by other applicants on’ common isstes, together with 
evidence adduced by applicants who did not present witnesses, is sufficient 
to support the applications. El Paso Natural Gas Co__-.----- co aaa ia 

3. AMENDMENT. 


Since Phillips did not apply for amendment of the temporary certificate, 
when it commenced deliveries it did so under the terms of the temporary 
certificate, and the resulting dedication to interstate use prevented Phillips 
from changing the price without Commission approval. Pioneer Gathering 
TES FO cite on Cece awe ee eee 

Since amendment of the contract under the temporary certificate, in- 
creasing the initial rate prior to delivery, was not unlawful, because there 
had not yet been a dedication to interstate use, Phillips’ subsequent refiling 
of the amended contract as a supplemental rate schedule was properly 
before the Commission at the time of the hearing. Pioneer Gathering 
ae eee 5s alae get tO, Oe ie ae he Belg ea 

4. CHANGE IN SERVICE. 


Any change from resale to direct sale service is one which requires new 
certificate authorization irrespective of a superficial identity in specific 
terms of service before and after the change. South Georgia Natural Gas 
OR as es gop 5s cass aes acca ac ap ace ela atic a In hel i eas en al 


& Campetine INTERESTS. 


Where there is a public need for natural gas service, and benefits to the 
public and feasibility of such service have been shown, there is no basis for 
denying such service simply because it will offer competition to an existing 
fuel and there will be some displacement of existing fuel. Blue Ridge Gas 
Bie dic Suuttdccciaka pula donc aedkeods sas des eae 


6. CoNnDITIONS. 


Fact that condition imposed required a change in contractual arrange- 
ments between parties does not render condition invalid or beyond Com- 
mission’s jurisdiction to impose. Florida Economic Advisory Council v. 
F.P.C., 251 F. 2d 643, certiorari denied 356 U.S. 959. El Paso Natural 
G06 Cb cn shinee side ide dideen ate ea nse nae tan oben aaa 

Proposed provision that producer be allowed to collect original contract 
rate subject to refund one day after service commenced at the conditioned 
initial rate rejected, since it would tend to set a new price plateau. Gulf 
GP Ce Cir ho hh idndckdce dude ne acteadaetassednsanneseetae 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 
6. ConpITIONS—Continued 


Although Atlantic Refining decision does not instruct Commission to 
“freeze’’ prices at existing levels, it does preclude issuance of certificates 
at prices higher than those established in recent proceedings unless ap- 
plicants have clearly shown that such higher prices are required by the 
public convenience and necessity. .. Gulf-Ozl Corp., Operator 


7. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


In a certificate proceeding, under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, it 
is not necessary to examine all elements of cost and revenues as precisely 
as in a rate proceeding, but it is necessary only to show that requirements 
e public convenience and necessity are satisfied. Hast Tennessee Natural 

as Co 


8. Factors. 


(a) Economic Feasibility. 

Commission denies certificate of public convenience and necessity under 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act since there was no showing that proposed 
direct sale rate will recover costs fairly allocable to the service. South 
pen DIURTEL IRS CO oo on ote oe ceria n detec esas ce eR 

(b) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions. 

Contrary to contentions of California Commission, although cost evi- 
dence suitable for determining “‘just and reasonable rate’’ for producers 
sales within meaning of Sections 4 and 5 of the Act may well be relevant in 
some situations in determining on a proper producer initial price, it is not 
necessarily indispensable in every case. See Atlantic Refining Co. v. 
P.S.C. of the State of New York, 360 U.S. 378, 390-391; 392-393. El Paso 
TINIE ETO Es ene We eee ee eae ee ee eS a 

Although limitation in Section 1(b) of Natural Gas Act of jurisdiction 
over direct sales forbids “fixing” of a specific rate for a particular direct 
sale in a Section 4 proceeding, it is Commission’s responsibility under 
Section 7, to require a pipeline to show that the rate at which it proposes 
to make a direct sale is at or above a “compensatory” level. South Georgia 
Natura) GabGess scsc20s6 ob 525 Jontiewdowets we alge bos dba a 


9. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATES. 


Respecting matter of producer refunds, the Sunray Mid-Continent de- 
cision is not controlling here. In that case the price conditions attached 
to temporary authorizations were challenged by producer at outset upon 
issuance of the authorizations. Here, there was no prevailing price in 
Aneth area on which Commission could predicate an initial price for pro- 
ducers’ sales, as Opinion No. 335 discloses; therefore, price and refund con- 
ditions were attached to temporary authorizations issued all but two of 
see proaucers. “fi Paso Nana: GOs CO... 2. 6. coin cnc wsdancecum< 

Producers to whom temporary authorizations were granted did not 
challenge conditions but rather undertook to render service which has 
continued to date and upon which public has come to rely. Clearly, 
having sought and secured benefits of these authorizations, they cannot 
now escape obligations to which they in effect agreed, except in conformity 
with the provisions of Act. El Paso Natural Gas Co____.-------------- 

Dedication of gas to interstate use is not consummated by acceptance 
of a temporary certificate, since there can be no such dedication until serv- 
ice is initiated and deliveries of gas in interstate commerce have com- 
menced. Pioneer Gathering System, Inc 


COST OF SERVICE. 
1. PIPELINE PRopUCTION oF Gas. 


Exclusion from record of proffered testimony and exhibits in respect to 
the utilization of “replacement cost’’ method of evaluating rate base was 
proper. Approximately same objections which have been applicable 
historieally to use of reproduction cost method of determining rate base 
are applicable to proposed “replacement cost’? method of evaluation. 
The “replacement cost’? and reproduction cost methods represent sub- 
stantial departure from historical or original cost method of rate-base 
determination. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 
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COST OF SERVICE—Continued 
1. PIPELINE PRODUCTION oF GAas—Continued 


The Supreme Court announced in F.P.C. v. Natural Gas Pipeline Com- 
pany of America, 315 U.S. 575, and F.P.C. v. Hope Natural Gas Company, 
320 U.S. 591, that so-called “fair value’’ methods of fixing a rate base are 
not required to be given consideration by this Commission in exercise of 
its rate-making functions. There has been no decision since their issuance 
which varies the principles enunciated therein. Nor has Commission 
since found any reason to change its view so as to permit “fair value”’ 
methods to be given consideration. The Commission consistently has 
given no credence to such a theory. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_- 


2 Taxes. 


In accordance with Amere and El Paso cases, Commission allows United 
Fuel to retain tax benefits resulting from use of liberalized depreciation 
methods permitted under Section 167 of the Internal Revenue Code, sub- 
ject to tax deferral accounting. United Fuel Gas Co______-._.----- mt 

Pursuant to Congressional intent, producer of natural gas should re- 
ceive the benefit of tax savings resulting from percentage depletion and 
expensing of intangible well drilling costs permitted by Internal Revenue 
COGG. «CAINE TENE OIG SO ha 5 x as cshiceseciph oiteaates henna a Ts 

Since United Fuel’s “fair return’? on well-mouth properties is greater 
than the amount of tax savings resulting from percentage depletion and 
expensing of intangible well-drilling costs, United Fuel should be allowed 
only the “fair return’’. United Fuel Gas Co-- -- 9 cme. tk senad 

The combination of expensing intangible well-drilling costs and deduct- 
ing percentage depletion results in a tax saving, and not a tax deferral as 
United Fuel contends. United Fuel Gas Co_.._.......-..----.--.-.---- 

It is proper to use a 5-year average amount in determining proper de- 
duction for intangible well-drilling costs, but it is not proper to use a 5- 
year average in determining percentage depletion in computing Federal 
income taxes for United Fuel’s cost of service. United Fuel Gas Co____-_- 

While expensing intangible well drilling costs effects tax-free return of 
some invested capital, just as would depleting or depreciating intangibles 
over life of property, it has effect ordinarily of providing additional deduc- 
tion in year expenses are incurred without corresponding tax increases in 
later years, resulting in tax savings in year expenses are incurred. United 
Puel Geb Ce. cc Sale Bs UR ee, foo elSwaets cas is 


FILES AND RECORDS OF THE COMMISSION. 

Engineering studies, which have been referred to as a report, are pre- 
liminary in nature and usually are not made part of the public files and 
records of the Commission. However, such studies were, in effect, made 
public information by a discussion of them, in part, by Commission’s 
Regional Engineer in his letter to the Company. Studies requested by 
Company are one of three preliminary studies made by members of Com- 
mission’s staff and all will be made available for public reference. South 
CII, SING OF OO ic icc annus ave sepeasens eueacneamaenans 


JURISDICTION, 


1. Naturat Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SALE FOR RESALE IN INTERSTATE 
CoMMERCE, 

Any change from resale to direct sale service is one which requires new 
certificate authorization irrespective of a superficial identity in specific 
terms of service before and after the change. South Georgia Natural 


Gee C8ik a 3 ssc 6')- ievinaired Nocbeledels debe cbeeciddeaise eee 


2. RaTEs. 

Although limitation in Section 1(b) of Natural Gas Act of jurisdiction 
over direct sales forbids “fixing’’ of a a rate for a particular direct 
sale in a Section 4 proceeding, it is Commission’s responsibility under 
Section 7, to require a pipeline to show that the rate at which it proposes 
to make a direct sale is at or above a “compensatory” level. South Georgia 
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LICENSE. 
1. AMENDMENT. 


Where a proposed development and an existing development are operated 
as a unit, and are best adapted to a comprehensive plan for the develop- 
ment-of a watershed, and where no showing is made justifying issuance of 
separate licenses, the outstanding license is amended to include both 
developments. California Oregon Power Co___....-.------------------ 

2. IncLus1IoN oF NEW DEVELOPMENT WITH EXISTING PROJECT. 


Where a proposed development and an existing development are operated 
as a unit, and are best adapted to a comprehensive plan for the develop- 
ment of a watershed, and where no showing is made justifying issuance of 
separate licenses, the outstanding license is amended to include both 
developments. California Oregon Power Co 


3. PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 


No construction is authorized under a preliminary permit. Permit gives 
Permittee, during period of permit, the right to priority of application for 
license while Permittee undertakes studies and examinations, necessary to 
determine economic feasibility of proposed project, means of securing 
necessary financial arrangements for construction, market for project 
power, and all other information necessary for inclusion in application for 
OWNOG. “TOW TIVEREIOW DPINR inc c vn occ hci ecole Soc ce lcs e clk 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. BuRDEN oF PRooF. 


Generally, in a contested case, a producer must present witnesses neces- 
sary to support its own certificate application, but here the Commission 
has issued temporary authorizations and deliveries have commenced, and 
evidence adduced by other applicants on common issues, together with 
evidence adduced by applicants who did not present witnesses, is sufficient 
to support the applications. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

2. Decision PROCEDURE. 


Role of hearing examiners is more limited than is role of a nist prius 
judge. Hearing examiners perform functions for the Commission, such as 
taking testimony, passing on admissibility of evidence, and otherwise con- 
ducting hearings so as to make adequate records upon which Commission 
may base its decisions. A judge not only performs these functions, but his 
word is final in his court. Only way in which decision of a judge may be 
reviewed is where one of parties pursues an authorized remedy of appeal. 
Congress has not authorized Commission to delegate to examiners the 
ultimate decisions for which hearings are held, nor has it attempted any 
such ‘delegation when final responsibility must be Commission’s. 
PB ee 5 ee ee Re ee ee eee eee 

Commission discusses interim order procedure. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
DR st ot ene a steer aabamse cascada wees ome 

3. EVIDENCE. 


It would be improper for the Commission to consider only evidence 
introduced by Northern relating to competitive relationship between coal 
and gas in support of alleged rate tilt without providing opportunity to 
parties directly affected to contest allegations and conclusions concerning 
their [Coal Interveners] own industry. Northern Natural Gas Co 


4. FINALITY OF ORDER. 


In effect, having failed to request rehearing or court review as provided 
by Section 313 of the Act and having objected to proposed Congressional 
action concerning authorization for redevelopment, Licensee is requesting 
that Commission review prior order. Although, as stated in Metropolitan 
Edison Company Commission may take necessary steps to correct material 
errors in decisions which have become final, it is not its function to review 
or reconsider such decisions absent some compelling reason which has not 
been shown here. New England Power Co 

5. INTERVENTION. 


Wayne also contends that since in Michigan Consolidated Gas Company, 
it was permitted to file brief amicus curiae over objections by Panhandle 
similar to here, Wayne’s petition to intervene should have been granted. 
However, to permit filing of a brief amicus curiae and to intervene are two 
‘different matters. Administrative burdens imposed upon Commission by 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
5. INTERVENTION—Continued 


presence of unnecessary intervenors may substantially exceed any burden 
placed upon a court by permitting filing of brief amicus curiae. Permission 
to file brief amicus curiae is a matter solely within province of Court and is 
not controlling as to instant application. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
NT ss cna et i hd tan aa hrs nak ich Te dea a 

Wayne contends that since under Sections 5(a) and 2(3) of the Natural 
Gas Act, a county is empowered “‘to initiate’ a Section 5(a) rate proceed- 
ing, ipso facto it should be authorized to intervene in a Section 4(e) rate 
proceeding. Answer is simply that the Act and Commission’s rules and 
regulations thereunder do not state or infer that a county which may file a 
complaint under Section 5(a) can, by that reason, intervene in a Section 
4(e) proceeding. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co___-..--.------------ 

Referring to Public Service Commission’s assertion that it is entitled to 
status of an intervener merely by filing Notice of Intervention, Commission 
states that such Notice must contain sufficient allegations of interest and 
in the absence thereof, Notice is addressed to its discretion. Here Notice 
of Intervention contained no such statement and PSC should not be per- 
mitted to intervene. [Set aside and remanded, Public Service Commission 
of the State of New York v. F.P.C. 295 F. 2d 140; cert. den., 368 U.S. 948. 
Intervention granted by order issued September 22, 1961, 26 FPC 531.] 
Coastal Transmission Corp 7 

6. REOPENING REcorD. 


Noting producers’ contention that it erroneously went outside the record 
Commission states circumstances here justified looking to record in El Paso 
rate case in G-4769, and such action was not legal error. As Supreme 
Court held in U.S. v. Pierce Auto Lines, 327 U.S. 515 (1946), the Commission 
need not make a (p. 530) “fetish of sticking squarely within the four corners 
of the specific record in administrative proceedings.” Particularly is this 
holding applicable here, where record involved same company and sub- 
stantially the same issue; and where the alternative might have necessitated 
a reopening which would not have been in public interest. In these circum- 
stances, Section 7(d) of the Administrative Procedure Act does not 
require reopening for further hearing. El Paso Natural Gas Co_--_--_---- 

7. SUBPOENA. 


Commission affirms Examiner’s ruling that in the light of language of 
Section 14(c) of the Natural Gas Act he does not have the power or au- 
thority to issue a subpoena duces tecum in absence of prior finding by 
Commission that the documentary material requested is relevant and 
material to inquiry; and denies Chattanooga’s application for a subpoena 
duces tecum. East Tennessee Natural Gas Co__--_--------------------- 

The Presiding Examiner having determined that certain Exhibits are 
relevant, it follows that materials from which such exhibits are drawn are 
surely as relevant as exhibits themselves. Further, any rebuttal exhibits 
or testimony predicated upon documents sought should be as relevant as 
exhibits they now support, even though Joint Applicants cannot be entirely 
specific as to facts sought since materials are treated as confidential and 
secret, and have not been made available to them. Gulf Oil Corp-__-_-_--- : 

Staff takes position that a subpoena should issue for the production of the 
materials supporting Exhibits which are in the possession of Foster As- 
sociates, Inc., on ground that this action is required by due process and to 
avoid possible judicially recognizable error. It is clear that parties to 
this proceeding other than Gulf are denied effective access to the docu- 
mentary materials supporting Exhibits pertaining to intrastate sales of 
natural gas, when they may only inspect such materials ‘““* * * for sole 
purpose of ascertaining whether such exhibit accurately reflects data 
contained in such contracts.”” Thus other parties are precluded from 
reproducing; .or,. otherwise. using..such materials. for. rebuttal or. similar 
=. Gulf’s reliance on ‘““Omnibus”’ order is likewise not persuasive. 

here the statistical evidence was ““* * * in the nature of broad back- 
ground material and not for purpose of establishing costs or rates for any 
single independent producer, * * *”’. Here the statistical evidence—Ex- 
hibits 41, 43 and Schedule 2 of Exhibit 44—is for purpose of establishing 
rates or costs of Gulf, or it would have no place in this proceeding. There- 
fore a request for supporting materials here does not suffer from the defect 
that a similar request had in the “Omnibus” case. Gulf Oil Corp 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


= 


7. Sunporna—Continued 


We find that the documentary materials are necessary ‘‘* * * to test 
the validity of the raw data forming the foundation of the subject exhibits 
* * *”. Withholding of such data under a confidential stamp raises 
serious due process questions which should not be present in an adminis- 
trative proceeding based upon public records. Gulf Oil Corp__..------- 

Having carefully reviewed the extent of subpoena requested by Deep 
South Commission is of the view that first and second requests do not 
conform to requirements of Section 14(c) of the Natural Gas Act and 
Section 1.23 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure. Granting of request 
would be tantamount to allowing Deep South to embark upon an explora- 
tion of all matters in the files of Texas Gas and its subsidiaries that relate 
to four companies with whom they do business. Section 1.23 of the Rules 
provides for “specification’’ and an applicant should not be allowed to 
make use of a subpoena to engage in a fishing expedition. Deep South Oil 
Co. of Texas 
RATES. 

1. Compretine INTERESTS. 

It has previously been determined that: “The effect of a gas rate upon 
a competing fuel industry is not a factor which under the [Natural Gas] 
Act the Commission may consider in a proceeding for the establishment of a 
gas rate.”’ Alston Coal Company, et al. v. Federal Power Commission, 
et al., 137 F. 2d 740, 742. A consideration of the competitive relationship 
between the coal and natural gas interests is not essential to a determina- 
tion of the just and reasonable rates for sales by Northern and Permian. 


Northern Natural Gas Co 


2. CONSTRUCTION OF JUST AND REASONABLE UNDER Sno TION 4 OF NG: A. 


In each of its petitions requesting that the proceedings be terminated 
Gulf has erroneously asserted that where the Commission has accepted 
increased rates for filing without obligation to refund, “‘it appears that 
the Commission has determined that the price proposed by such other 
producer is just and reasonable’. The policy of the Commission in this 
regard is set forth clearly in the Reef Fields order wherein the Commission 
stated: * * * By such policy, we do not mean to imply that a 10¢ per 
Mef rate in the Basin is just and reasonable. Gulf Oil Corp 


3. ErrecTIVE Rare. 

When temporary authorization is succeeded by a permanent certificate, 
Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act requires that price changes set forth in 
contracts of natural gas companies must be filed as proposed changes in 
rate, as a necessary condition to effectiveness, and since applicants have 
made no such filings, the present rate remains the same as the initial rate. 
Pan American Petroleum Corp_------.-------------------- 

Suspension order issued in Docket No. G—19887 proscribes the changing 
of either the suspended or effective rates until period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered, which was not the case here. In addi- 
tion, Section 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act provides that a notice of change 
‘* * * shall be given by filing with the Commission * * * new schedules 
stating plainly the change or changes to be made in the schedule or sched- 
ules then in force * * *’’ [Emphasis added.] There appears to be no 
conflict that the rejected filings were tendered during a period of rate 
suspension. Consequently, such filings were properly rejected. Shell 
Om Co-ussh ads os cece sodas fetus sae ei) aed t ced se ye dacs 

4. Rate Form. 


Northern and Permian state that the determination of just and reason- 
able rates in proceeding pursuant to Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act 
involves solely a balancing of investor and consumer interests and that 
adverse effect, if any, on competing fuels is not a factor which Commission 
may consider under the Act. Northern is seeking to increase the rates 
applicable to demand component of its sales of gas and at same time 
leaving commodity component of its rate schedules at present level. In 
support of this position Northern has introduced a substantial amount of 
testimony and data concerning competitive situation as between inter- 
ruptible gas and coal, In order to determine whether alleged deviation 
from Commission principles in determination of lawful rates and alleged 
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RATES—Continued 
4. Rate Form—Continued 


rate tilt resulting therefrom are justified, it is appropriate that affected 

parties be given opportunity to contest conclusions advanced by Northern, 

through cross-examination of Northern’s witness and by the presentation 

of pertinent evidence, if they so desire. Northern Natural Gas Co 
5. Rate SETTLEMENT. 


It should be clearly understood that acceptance of settlement agree- 
ments for past rates does not establish principles for future rate formnis. 
In the interest of expediency Commission will not redesign all of Manufac- 
turers’ past rates, but any rate form proposed by Manufacturers in future 
rate proceedings will require full evidentiary justification. The Manu- 
facturers Light & Heat Co 
RATE BASE. 

1. VALUATION. 


Exclusion from record of proffered testimony and exhibits in respect to 
utilization of “replacement cost” method of evaluating rate base was proper. 
Approximately same objections which have been applicable historically to 
use of reproduction cost method of determining rate base are applicable to 
proposed “replacement cost’’ method of evaluation. The “replacement 
cost’’ and reproduction cost methods represent substantial departure from 
historical or original cost method of rate-base determination. Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Co OE OY Ones. 

The Supreme Court announced in F.P.C. v. Natural Gas Pipeline Com- 
pany of America, 315 U.S. 575, and F.P.C. v. Hope Natural Gas Company, 
320 U.S. 591, that so-ealled “fair value”’ methods of fixing a rate base are 
not required to be given consideration by this Commission in exercise of its 
rate-making functions. There has been no decision since their issuance 
which varies the principles enunciated therein. Nor has Commission 
since found any reason to change its view so as to permit “fair value”’ meth- 
ods to be given consideration. The Commission consistently has given no 
credence to such a theory. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 
RATE SCHEDULES. 

1. SUSPENSION. 

The statement submitted by Union Producing Company in support of 
these rate changes is the same as that which was submitted in October, 
1957 to support a rate change from 9 cents to 17 cents, exclusive of tax reim- 
bursement. Commission suspended. and did not reject the October, 1957 
change. It must do the same now in conformity with what is believed re- 

uired by law. Commission interpretation of Section 154.94(e) of the 

‘ommission’s Regulations cannot vary according to amount of rate in- 
crease. Commission deplores the filing of these high rates, but they must 
be treated under existing law and applicable regulations, and not according 
to its personal desires. Commission is given no authority to reject these 
filings under present state of law. It may either fail to act and thus allow 
proposed increased rates to become effective, or may enter upon a hearing 
and, pending such hearing, suspend proposed new supplements for a period 
not exceeding five months beyond proposed effective date. See Mississippi 
River Fuel Corp. v. F.P.C., 202 F. 2d 899, 902 (CA3, 1953). Union 
TUE CB ao is li sisi oa cee wea eee eget a mah gl a ela ee 

Since amendment of the contract under the temporary certificate, in- 
creasing the initial rate prior to delivery, was not unlawful, because there 
had not yet been a dedication to interstate use, Phillips’ subsequent refiling 
of the amended contract as a supplemental rate schedule was properly 
before the Commission at the time of the hearing. Pioneer Gathering 
SN, TRS os So be cudtucaeuisacedasuns eaeaeinues 


RATE OF RETURN. 


Rate of return should be adjusted for tax benefits that produce a saving 
(percentage depletion and intangibles), but it should not be adjusted for 
benefit of liberalized depreciation, which generally does not produce a tax 
euuid. Chanel Pane OO Ole oii ie ee anc ewe aasemana ae 

Tax incentives must be considered in fixing rate of return, not as addition 
thereto. United Fuel Gas Co 
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REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 


The Natural Gas Act does not set forth the amount of interest which 
the Commission may require on the portion of increased rates and charges 
found not to be justified and which it may order to be refunded. Order 
FO okie re bis tale Rie Bide Balk a EE Ghia oot 

Mississippi argues, as it did in its motion that Commission’s power to 
suspend under Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act is directed only to non- 
industrial sales for resale while power to require refunds extends to in- 
dustrial sales for resale as well. Commission rejected this argument be- 
cause it has been its long-standing consistent practice to allow rate sched- 
ules for sales for resale for industrial use only to become effective without 
bond or undertaking. . In so doing, Commission has steadfastly adhered to 
provisions of Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act. United Gas Pipe Line 


RES JUDICATA. 


Assuming, arguendo, that a “change in position’? were involved, Pan 
American’s motions should still properly be denied. Opinion No. 300, which 
was judicially reviewed and is now final, is the law of the Union Oil Com- 
pany case. Commission order issued April 14, 1958, in instant proceedings, 
which was likewise judicially reviewed and is now final, is the law of the 
instant case. Again assuming that more recent Shamrock Opinion took 
some position contrary to these cases, there is nothing in the Act, the 
Constitution, or judicial decisions which requires either courts or adminis- 
trative agencies, on reaching conclusions at variance with earlier decisions, 
to go back and redecide those earlier cases on the basis of later holdings. 
Such a system would be both illogical and unworkable. Pan American 
Petroleum Corp., Operator 
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ABANDON MENT—Section 7(b) (N.G.A.). 
AUTHORIZATION OF. ; 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—18870_____________- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—-19395_________ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—15068, et al_______ 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20253__.___.._-___- 
Hope Natural Gas Co., ’ docket No. CP60-31_____-_______- 
Indiana Utilities Corp., docket No. G-19178__-________- 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-19! 592_ 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-19668_ 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. CP60-17_ 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G-19614______-______ 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP60—20_- Beaches 
Olin Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G-1 ie 
Rutherford, P. et al., docket No. G—10922_______- a 
Southern Natur — Gas C 0., docket No. CP60-41- ees 
Texas Eastern Transmission C orp., docket No. G-19575___- 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—19329_____._._-______ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60—7_____- Gee 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-19529____________- 
ACCOUNTS. 
ae Power Co. proieet Ine. S446)! 6 bo eee fa, 
California Electric Power Co., project a eee 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1388___.._____- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1389. .._...___- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1390___-_.______ 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1394__________- 
California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927______- 
Idaho Power (6., proseet‘Ivo. 262.25 fo ne 
Idaho Power. Co., proses ING. GGm. oo on ee eee 
Idaho Power Co., praject No. 2061. .............2.....-- 
Kentucky Utilities Co., project No. 539. -..........-...-- 
New England Power Co., docket No. E-6591____._._____- 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516______-_- 
Southern California Edison Co., The, project No. 67_.____- 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 372__....__-_- 


ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
DETERMINATION OF. 

Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146__........---.-.--.- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 344__.________- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1388___._.____- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1389_.___.____- 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1390__-._______ 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 1394_._.._____- 
California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927_____-_- 
Idaho Power Co., project ie Ot 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 503. --.....--.------------ 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 2061. ...........-.......-. 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 1881__.____- 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516_______- 
Southern California Edison Co., project SI Ss sida dacs 


ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10(e) (F.P.A.). 
ADJUSTMENT OF. 


Pacific Gas and Electric Co., project No. 137___....------ 
Pasadena, California, City of, project No. 1250__._.______. 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Pend Oreille County, Wash- 
RN, TG Hts, ME ca dct cok gata aan ca pane teeta 
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877 
889 
881 
884 
892 
896 

40 

39 
927 


574 
936 
931 

10 


874 
877 
889 
881 
884 
892 
896 

40 

39 
927 
929 
936 

10 
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990 SUBJECT INDEX 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 


Section 7 (N.G.A.). 
» 1: ‘AppLicaTion. DENIED. 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co., docket No. 
2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


G-17568- _.-.-. 


Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-19593__________ 


3. APPLICATION WITHDRAWN 


Olin Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G-11872_--_--_- 


4. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 


Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-15120_________ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-8940____________- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12135__._.._____- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1.2580______._-.-- 
El Paso. Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20052___________- 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket 


No. G-17241__ 


Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. G-14872- __ 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G-18369___.________- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-18974____- 


Texaco Inc., docket No. G-15153______-__- 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-13268___- 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—-12344______- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—10126___________ 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—11200____._____- 


5. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19974- 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-20296_ _- 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—20353 - - - 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G- 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G— 


SE Sac wane 
OS ..<.-5-< 


Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-18163____-------- 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—18545 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—18868 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-18870 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—20307 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—20501 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP60-12 


Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP60—-16_____.-__-_--- 
Coastal States Gas Producing Co., docket No. G-7873____- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-19395_____---_- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-19811__-_-_- a 


Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G- 


ae 


Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. G—20422___-_- 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co., docket No. CP60-25---_- 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—-19334_-_--- 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19448_-__-_- 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-19530_-_-- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket Neo. G—13862___.-------- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—15068____-------- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-17389_____.------ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20051____-.------ 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20052____.------- 


Equitable Gas Co., docket No. CP60-4- - -- 


Gulf Oil Corp., Operator, docket No. G-17973__---------- 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP60-31____---------- 
Indiana Utilities Corp., docket No. G—19178______.__----- 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-— 


i ar aca ad ln ia eee ec leci A at Adc 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G- 
ME ick aicay dkokith Wasa Seat UOMO. Sowa rk bette beets 


Kentucky-West Virginia Gas Co., docket No. CP60—68_ _ -_ 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—20330_---------- 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-19592_ 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—19962_ 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. CP60-17_ 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60-33- -- 


Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—20520- _- 





Page 


795 


726 
765 





SUBJECT INDEX 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 


Section 7 (N.G.A.)—Continued 
5. Crerriricate Grantep—Continued 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G-19190 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—19495 
l Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. G-18604_ _- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—20047. 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—-19614 ; 
3 Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP60-1 ee 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. CP60-20 ; " 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—15047 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—19954 
Peoples Gulf Coast Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. 
G—20046....-.. 523 ce ee ; 
Permian Basin Pipeline Co., docket No. G-19671 
Pioneer Gathering System, Inc., docket No. G-11548 
Pioneer Gathering System, Inc., docket No. G-17192 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-19980 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-19981_ 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP60—64 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-19575 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—19670 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-18__ 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-30 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—18777_ 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—19007- 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-19096 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-19424 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1953 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—20119 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—20120 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—20481 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP60-26 
‘Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-20108 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G—20269 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. G-20581 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP60-3 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—19300 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-—20596_ 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-19529_ . 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16099 
6. CERTIFICATE RESCINDED. 
Gulf Oil Corp., Operator, docket No. G—17973 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
Application authorized. 
California Oregon Power Co., The, docket No. E-6904____- 
Mississippi Valley Public Service Co., docket No. E-6912- 
Northern States Power Co. (Minnesota), docket No. E-6935.- 
Oklahoma Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-6915_- 
Oklahoma Gas and Electric Co., docket No. E-6926_- ih 
DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-19593_- 
Southwestern Virginia Gas Transmission Co., docket No 
Cr es oer 4ncittien wens ate weeae 
EXPORTATION. 
1, ExLecrric, 
Arizona Public Service Co., docket No. IT—5331___- 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT—5460 
Starr County Bridge Co., docket No. IT-5376 ih. rae 


wt & 


a ee Oe ee ae ae ae ee ee 


2. GAs. 
Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-—228 


676-806 





64———65 
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451 
682 
693 
303 
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489 
767 
260 
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297 
221 

846 
477 
209 
730 
732 
550 
344 
734 
496 
211 
599 
552 
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595 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. Gas. 


Albany Oil and Gas Co., Inc., The, docket No 


. G-19365___- 


Blue Ridge Gas Co., docket No. G-14422____.___..--_---- 


Consumers Natural Gas Corp., 
Fayette, Mississippi, Town of, docket No. G—20231 
Indiana Utilities Corp., 


docket No. 


docket No. G-19178 


Gat s 08s accu 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—12399__ 


Roxie, 


LICENSE. 


Ei 


9 


qr 


“I 


- 


AMENDMENTS. 
California Oregon Power Co., The, 
California Oregon Power Co., The, 
Eugene, Oregon, City of, project No. 2242___ 
Garkane Power Association, Inc., project No. 2219 
New England Power Co., project No. 1892-- 
Northern States Power Co., 


Mississippi, 


project 
project 


Town of, docket No. G-20260 


project No. Os cad 


oe 
No. 2082-_-___- 


Oroville-W yandotte Irrigation District, project No. 2088_ _ - 


Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., 


Breeds INO: ALOU... oc sass 
project No. 943 


Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 2101 


Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2093- 


EXHIBITs. 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 2146__- 


Duke Power Co., 
Georgia Power Co. , project No. 2177 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 


project No. 2232 


, project No. 137 


Power Authority of the State of New Y ork, project No. 2216. 


Publie Utility District No. 1 of Pend Oreille County, 
ington, project No. 2225__. 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 
Sitka, Alaska, City of, project No. 2230 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., project No. 2009- 
Washington Water Power Co., 
Wisconsin Publie Service Corp., 
. In GENERAL. 
Public Utility District No. 2, of Grant County, 
project No. 2114_____- 
. Masor ProSEctTs. 
Alaska Lumber & Pulp Co., 


Appalachian Power Co., project No. 2210 


Chatanika Power Co., Inc., 
Portland General Electric Co., 
Wisconsin Valley Improvement Co., project No. 2113 


MINOR PROJECTs. 


Buckner, Harry 8 
. SURRENDER. 


Blachly- Lane 
No. 1488 - 
Florida Power C orp., proje et No. 177 
Mountain States 


TRANSFER. 


Hamilton, W. 


., project No. 2008 _- 


County Cooperative Electric 


Power Co. , project No. 12 


B., project No. 838______- 


Wells Power Co., project No. 848_______- 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


CONSOLIDATION, 


Inc., project No. 2267____- 


project No. 2264___- 
project No. 


Wash- 


- 2101 


The project No. 2058_- aa 
project No. 1966__ 


Washington, 


2233____.- eros 


Assn., project 


Ries 2 gave 


Jefferson Lake Sulphur Cu., docket No. G-15850_______- 


Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., 
Ohio Oil Co., 


Shell Oil Co., docket No. G-9446_______- 


Sun Oil Co., docket No. G—-8288__----_-- 


docket No. G-18313___- 
The, docket No. RI60—92_ _- 


Page 
443 
245 
715 
582 

55 
838 
584 


697 

59 
789 
491 
659 
754 
760 
328 
842 
815 
537 


617 
554 
346 

53 
653 


660 
779 
788 
821 

698 
699 


649 


822 
624 
911 
831 
102 


699 


285 
866 
299 


618 
567 


48 
111 
463 
324 
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a ere 








SUBJECT INDEX 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


2. DIsMISSED PROCEEDINGS. 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—9281___ 
3. EVIDENCE. 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-19780____ 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No, G—-14871_____ 


4. HEARINGS. 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G—20578 _ - 


Cotton Valley Operators Committee (( \perator), docket No. 


i Bee 6 cciacctsueat- ndiebaeasn ink 


Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. R160-392_ pari e 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1 
Texaco Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G-—15530 
Union Producing Co., docket No. RI60—435_ 

5. IN GENERAL. 
Appalachian Power Co., docket No. E-6918. 


9780_. 


Cotton Valley Operators Committee (Operator), docket No. 


ae See eae a eee eee 


East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19530 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-16235_- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G 


18313. 


Ohio Oil Co., The, Operator, docket No. G-15385_- 


Ohio Oil Co., The, docket No. RI60—92_ _- 

Order No. 215A, docket No. R-179_____-_- 

Order No. 218, docket No. R-173_____-_- 

Order No. 219, docket No. R-174. _____- 

Order No. 220, docket No. R-183__-___- 

Order No. 221, docket No. R—-188____- : 

Pan American Petroleum Corp., Operator, dock« 
SINT a eps kes A ie a ciel ee 


t No. ce 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G 2506. 


South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—13258 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G- 8288_ 

Texaco Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G-15530 
Texas Eastern Transmission C orp., docket No. G 


6. InstiTUTING INVESTIGATION. 


-18968_- 


6468 


Headwater Benefits Investigation in the Connecticut River 


Basin, docket No. E-6950_ __- ewwe 
Ohio Oil Co., The, docket No. RI60-92_____- 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. G-9446______-- : 


. INTERMEDIATE DEcIsION PROCEDURE. 


~I 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-2506_____. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-19983 


. INTERVENTION. 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G—20578_ - 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G-9520____________- 
Jefferson Lake Sulphur Co. (Operator), 


oo 


Middle States Petroleum Corp., docket No. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19040__ 
Ohio Oil Co., The, Operator, docket No. G—15385 
Panhandle 


Sears, H. F., docket No. G- 6502 serail es 


Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-2506 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-19780____ 


docket No. G- 
SSG cnndetndhs ceed conde oudeey nde ates 
G-—4932 e 


18313___- 





Page 
235 


352 
605 


915 
504 


785 
646 


615 


915 
663 


48 
315 
111 


. 302, 580, 708 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G- 19983___-- 


9. Motions. 


Cotton Valley Operators Committee (Operator), 


Sh, Riga aie ia Baie eacacs 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-17929___ 
Krenitsky, J. P., d/b/a Krennerman Oil & Gas Co., 

No. G- 20342 Se cals: shaban dh snahatia nde apap abah aes tian ob bce aaeathie 
Operator, docket No. G- 
I bc ii in em gs ig a guano ca dnc eid 


Pan American Petroleum Corp., 


328 
300 


354, 459 


a J tesa 441 
54 
docket 
ica aisha dh aesaeeeehdhca 504, 701 
dean ae ae 441 
docket 
a eta eatacia 562 





994 SUBJECT INDEX 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
10. Orat ARGUMENT. 


Page 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19593___- ee 531 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., Operator, docket No. G- 
arti nes Ge dk han See eee eee ee ao 3 wats 225 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2: 506_____- 615 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-19780___- 646 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-19983__.. 817 
11. REHEARING OR RECONSIDERATION. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-9385_- _- atti 439 
Anderson, Bruce, docket No. G-20454_____ ae 521 
Coastal Transmission Corp., docket No. G Sy ee 752 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-12580 ree 213 
El] Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-13862_- a 
Gulf Oil Corp., Operator, docket No. G-17973__________- 926 
Harper Oil Co., Operator, docket No. G—14456__ _- Sas 2 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G- 
NE a a a a ey a a ‘ ‘ eine os 609 
Middle States Petroleum Corp, docket No. G-4932_.- ie 315 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—18313___- 111 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19040_ oe 708 
Ohio Oil Co., The, docket No. G—12045_ _- i . 822 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—19593 ; 531 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G-13018___.. 350 
Pan American Petroleum _— (Operator), docket No. 
REE ine awardees 31 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. , docket No. G—-19780____- 459 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. G—-12192___-_- re Shad 510 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. RI60-302-_--_- sas 854 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Ine. (Operator), docke t No. RI60-178_ 634 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G-8288........- Seen 536 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16842 ae 461 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. , docket No. G-18968___- 308 
Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G-— 
oe ee REE Eee — Shek 214 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-9547__________-_- 860 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-2451- ‘ utuwe ) Se 
12. REOPENED PROCEEDINGS. 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G—20578 - eweae ; = O86 
Lynchburg Gas Co., docket No., G—18322_ _ i ae 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co. , docket No. G-18313_-. 11 1, 740 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-2506_-_-___- 89 
13. SEVERANCE. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G-12399__ — 838 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G—8288_---- peak cxigidin a 227 
14. Suow CAUvSsE. 
Atlantic City Electric Co., docket No. E-6924____ oe 113 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6925___- sfc 258 
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-6944__._. 769 
Duquesne Light Co., docket No. E-6939- _ - : 717 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. RP60-13________-- 809 
Portland General Electric Co., docket No. E-6922- : 44 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E-6921- 49 
15. Stay. 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G-20578____-_--.------ 915 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-13862- ites aa 610 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-18313_.-. 583 
Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corp., docket No. G-13018__--. 350 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-18968__.__ 308 
16. SUBPOENA. 
Deep South Oil Co. of Texas, docket No. CI60-263______-_- 852 


East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G- 19530_____ 629 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G-9520. ............--......- 792 





SUBJECT INDEX 995 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
17. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Page 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—-11294_ _- 651 
Blanco Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G-19781 243 
Brown, George R., docket No. G—16667_- , 519 
Bryant, W. H., docket No. G—-14316 : 454 
California Co., The, docket No. G—-9513 : 456 
Champlin Oil & Refining Co., docket No. G—9277 861 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-2569 636 
Columbian Fuel Corp., docket No. G—20578- 630 
Cotton Valley Operators Committee (Operator), docket No. 
RI60-195 : 504, 701 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G—9520 72 
H & M Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—-16861 17 
Hamilton Dome Oil Co., Ltd. (Operator), docket No. 
G-11348 ‘ 557 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G-9512 171 
Hamon, Jake L. (Operator), docket No. G—-19431 560 
Home Gas Co., docket No. G—12198 836 
Honolulu Oil Corp., docket No. G—-14757 38 
J. C. Trahan, Drilling Contractor, Ine. (Operator), docket 
No. G—17069 621 
Means, J. C., Jr., docket No. G—18914__- 632 
Morgan Minerals Corp., docket No. G—19878 348 
Mosbacher, Robert, docket No. RIGO-95 758 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—13118 703 
Papalote Corp., docket No. G—16706 813 
Phillips, A. O. (Operator), docket No. G-11439 563 
Phillips, Leonard W., docket No. G—-19945 555 
Pure Oil Co., The, docket No. G—17329 704 
tobinson, L. L., docket No. G—11592 525 
Salt Dome Production Co., docket No. G—-11308 705 
Shoreline Petroleum Corp. (Operator), docket No. G—-14971 232 
Southeastern Gas Co., docker No. G—10358 , 3 280 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-13258__- . 942 
Texaco Seaboard, Inc., docket No. G—15530___________ 115 
Tri-Mark Oil Co., docket No. G—18850 : fe 464 
Union Oil Co. of California, docket No. G—4331 “ 73 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. IssuED. 
Chugach Electric Association, Inc., project No. 2262 713 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 2266_ 586 
Washington Public Power Supply System, project No. 2257 109 
2. MopiryInG or AMENDING, 
Lewis-Clark G and T Cooperative, Inc., project No 2249 719 
Placer County Water Agency, project No. 2079_- 357 
3. SURRENDER. 
Blue Ridge Electric Membership Corp., project No. 2254 606 
Northern Lights, Inc., project No. 2208_ __- 97 


RATES. 
1. In GENERAL. 
Cotton Valley Operators Committee (Operator), docket No. 


BER sik cetacean 7 f 504. 701 
Texaco Seaboard, Inec., docket No. G-15530 115 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—9281 235 


2. IncREASE APPROVED. 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—2569 


i 636 
Cotton Valley Operators Committee (Operator), docket No. 
pa) See ae 504 
Honolulu Oil Corp., docket No. G—14757_--_--_____-_-- , 3 









996 


RATES—Continued 
3. Rate or REtTuRN. 


Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—2451 


4. REFUND. 


Champlin Oil & 


Cities Service Gas Co., 
Colorado-W yoming Gas Co., 


Cotton 
No. RI60-195 


Valley 


Dorchester Corp., 


El Paso Natural 
Gulf Oil Corp., 
Home Gas Co., 


Mississippi River Fuel Corp., 


Nevada Natural 


SUBJECT INDEX 


Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., 


United Fuel Gas 


5. SETTLEMENT ORDERS. 


a. 


Approved. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., 
Bennett, Mills, E 


Bryant, W. H. 
California Co., 


Champlin Oil & 
Cocke, W. H. 


Colorado-Wy oming Gas Co., 


Columbian Fuel 


Cox, Edwin L., docket No. G—20277- 


Dorchester Corp., 


Foster, W. H., 
Grage, V. P., 


Hamilton Dome Oil Co., 
easton 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. ‘G-9512_ 


Hawn Brothers, docket No. G—20541 
Home Gas Co., docket No. G-12198 


J. C. Trahan, 
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